interesting observations by Dr. A. H. Maslow, whose role at the conference was that of a Rip Van Winkle.
The changing professional attitudes towards sex research were strikingly il lustrated by Dr. Maslow, who revealed that in the 1930's and 40's, it took courage and willingness to, pay a very great deal professionally for the kind of work one did. He said that in those years there were several studies he simply did not dare to publish. The recent unhappy experiences of Dr. W. H. Masters and Mrs. Virginia Johnson suggest that there are areas of sex research which are still not entirely respectable.
The Official Sex Manual by Gerald Sussman is the ultra ne-plus of sex texts. This will be as much a landmark in Sex ology as Chic. Sale's, The Specialist, was to the sanitary sciences. Although prima rily orientated to the upper and upperupper middle-class echelons of the North American bio-culture, this book is suitable for professional as well as lay readers everywhere.
As the following quotation suggests, Sussman's treatment of the "oregon", defined as the "summit of coginutal com munion" owes something to Masters and Johnson. "The female partner will feel herself at the threshold of oregon when the walls of her haven enlarge and her blondelle becomes taut. The male partner will feel numb and fuzzy for a few seconds as though his body has been shot through with novocaine. Suddenly the tip of his vector (the perma) will become limp."
The serious sexologist will find this book a welcome addition to his library.
CYRIL GREENLAND,
Toronto. than as an index of perceptualmotor ability. Some of these modifica tions have been used by their authors for many years and have, in some cases, been described singly in the appropriate journals. Now, however, they are pre sented together for the first time in book form for the benefit of a wider public; though their appearance is a little tardy, perhaps, in view of some developments which have taken and are taking place in the field of personality assessment.
Conditioning and
For instance, readers of the re-named Journal of Projective Techniques and Personality Assessment will know that within the past two years there has been expressed the view that the part of pro jective techniques in American clinical psychology may have been overplayed; and that attention is turning to some what more diversified and, hopefully, increasingly useful means of personality appraisal. From other quarters too, there has long been issued a wider criticism of the use of the term 'test' to denote the projective materials; since there is usually no well-defined and appropriate normative body of data against which an individual's responses may be com pared; and since these procedures are said to lack psychometric reliability (i.e. consistency) as well as to lack validity. The last named, of course, is a somewhat diffuse entity; but at its most general level of designation, as the extent to which a method or procedure achieves the end which it purports to serve, it is clear that projective techniques fare no worse, if no better, than very many other ways of arranging things in our society. However, while such objections raised to these methods of personality investi gation are regarded as unnecessarily purist by those criticized, it is curious to find that several of the present con tributors are at pains to insist that their suggested variations be employed only after the unmodified procedure has first been accorded its proper rites of admin istration.
Essentially, then, the new additions act as a sort of exercise of supereroga tion which has the effect of increasing the number and range of responses, and so provide a larger body of material for those who undertake subsequent inter pretation. To mention a few of the methods, for example, Arthur, in what she terms the "Forced Confabulation Technique", invites children to make up further imaginative stories about some of their Rorschach percepts; while Cain, using the Children's Apperception Test, asks those subjects who perceive a sleep ing figure to narrate the supposed dream. Greenbaum asks subjects of what the Bender gestalten remind them; and Halpern describes a method of interweaving an interview pari passu along lines im mediately prompted by Rorschach res ponses. R. iVI. Jones of Brandeis Univer sity produces the 'negation' procedure, a sort of 'anti-association' concept, in conjunction both with T. A. T. and Word Association responses. As one or two of the authors point out, the result ing additional material evoked by these elaborations may be employed not only for diagnostic and evaluative purposes, but also in the process of treatment. Since no more than this is claimed, any criticism of these authors' endeavours could only be of the same kind as that, advanced against projective techniques and personality appraisal generally. The difficulties are of two main sorts: first.
to give an adequate, rational, account of the transitions from 'test' responses to the reported findings, which are usual ly couched in the terminology of dy namic theories, themselves challenged, which the 'test' devotees have adopted as their almae maters. Second, how to show that these procedures have some independent operational or functional utility? To what extent, for instance, is the social dominance factor inherent in the business of reaching interpretations -of responses as much as of stimuli, as Krauser illustrates this in The Couples Rorschach; An Approach to the Under standing of Marital Dynamics?
Some terminological problems arise in the text. Confabulation is used in a slight ly new sense differing from its usual Rorschach use, and also from its usual psychiatric connotation. Another author uses the words decrepitude and decrepancy to mean the same thing. Is it a subtle parapraxis that appears on page 68, "His unconscious processes may be given full reign (sic)" . . . (though the intend ed meaning is clear)?; while another author sounds somewhat ambivalent about his particular deviation of which he writes "the results have been sufficiently re warding that this is now done as often as not." On page 85, a subject's manifest show of energy and activity is impugned to the extent of inadvertently toning down Shakespeare to Shapespeare. Those with scientific methodological sensitivity will wince at the statement on page 89, that "the patient's subsequent confine ment to an institution four months after the administration of the psychological examination provided empirical proof of the deeper and prophesying level of the chromatic drawings." But these are carp ing criticisms of minor points.
Perhaps the most novel and slightly paradoxical theme, and one to which is given some pages of fairly esoteric exe gesis is that by Jones on negation pro cedures. The subject is asked, for example, in relation to a T.A.T. card, "What is the one thing that could not be happening in this picture?". Entering into the spirit of the thing, some attempt is made by Jones to say what negation is not: i.e. not the defence mechanism of denial, nor the trait of negativism. In this situation, the subject is simply in vited to produce material from his ima ginative resources under the influence of a now varied 'set' or terms of refer ence which affects the extent to which the subject feels free, given an apparent ly silly question, to give any response he pleases; not that the procedure is, in fact, abortive. Though the author him self does not use the term, 'regression in the service of the ego' may come close to formulating how his modification works, though there may be individual differences in response sets, of course, with such instructions.
In place of a general index, each chap ter is followed by a list of appropriate references. While the book is somewhat expensive for its size, it is well produced -a point on which the publishers pride themselves -and will be a useful acqui sition to those teachers and clinical psy chologists who continue to use projec tive methods in their work. It will sup port them in their own deviations from strict protocol, as well as suggest new directions for versatility. It might equal ly illustrate to psychiatrists the kind of information about a patient which these, devices may sometimes yield; as well as suggest to them some fruitful ways in which interviews might also be modified and developed to increase communica tion with patients. 
